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FE: R AR &, BEENFEERREFLT —HABMAERE, FAKREE LR
R KB A6 R M EA AT . RARARBELAK(BRE . ARE L) SHAIEE
BERAMEGEGHw, ABRERAAM AR LGRS (RS RERRER., KEELZEZRETRE) T
MRk fe KBEE X OHFEWNYh, HAFE THELA 2205 0m. L3HEH 64.72% ¢ K E
FERBRBRBA, ZARBELARFHELSBE(S 5HKIBELA 0.037), AAKENLA
JRTG R B R AR SP B AR A | B A 3 AR RIS A R B R, R AR T

K F it mmp R, FIGHG MR NEE,

KR MR AR A KBRS foRdE; RBEREZ;

h & 4% 5:TQ460.4

KR (Luteolin, Lut) & —Fh KR E 21k A
Y, AT AN E S B SRS Y T,
KA LUk gl i H T rh 2 i 50), BT %8 Busadb . $i
JigE . BLIESFE 2 R 2 AR, © A 200 5T B HAE
Fz 1gei& 2 Fisi4% UVB(Ultraviolet B Radiation) AL 1
5 | 1 B R A3 5 T T AE ST o) SR, Lut AR
SRR 25, B PRI HERRAIR, T SO A i A FE R
2R, A PR B AR AR, 33 XoF LI PR iz P A4 o — 7 Bk
AR, AL, B Lut B AE PR B, 0 R 4 i
LA URE T, © R T I R TR DG
B SR S — R AR Y 25 W A, OB i —
A H 43 TR AR A A BAE HT IR S i B i B 5
P B R 43 727K s o i KA FH 73K 3), Hgi ok
J T Sy 3 TE KR T AH B R AR, oK S I 5 7K 43
FHEAE R, T A & HED L IR W o+ 2 01 i — 20
LA, A8 B R B AR DLy )2 R K A A% 0 41
B BE LS5 R o A oA 55 40 A EE 1 B i )= 4 A A
oI, BA R i A Y AH 25, G Bk Lut A HAR 2
T ¥ Lut Ee ARRBUIAR, —J7 18 A] 4 o HoK A3 5315
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552 3%

(Flow Rate Ratio, FRR) . P i 5 A [ B ot 2 LE (B
Jig [ e L, 4 SCIA] ) 45 X6 Jig BT 4 40 K AR 1Y 1) 25
Lut T80 520, DLOLAL 571 28 Lut (4 B J5T 4 44 K Uk
(Luteolin Liposomes, Lut Lips) i 4748 Fl AL R . fx
Ja . A SCUL N K A AR A B IE B 40 il (Human adult
Cutaneous Transformed keratinocytes, HaCaT) /E Ay {4
SR WERL Y, B T i BT A R 25 9 A Y T AT
AR

1 LIGEHy

1.1 FERFRF

% ¥ UP #% 5 (Egg Phosphatidylcholine, EPC) :
w=98%, b7 s bR AE AR B3 A7 FR A ) 5 IR [
(Cholesterol, Chol) : w=98%, |7 7 #ik A= 1b B} F7 i
345 BR 2> 75 Lut: w=98%, |- ¥ 42 55 bR A= AL Bl 45 e 473
H RN w3 TooK Z W5 (Ethanol) : 23 B4k, [E 24 4 41k
R A PR 2 | 5 B R R 92 b % W (Phosphate-
Buffered Saline, PBS): fb2z4fi, pgill WF YR A
R\ 7] ; 2 FFH B(Rhodamine B): fk2#40, F {1
VR RA A
1.2 WX 5 RIE

Y KORL R ZETA A7 43 AT A (3% [ Malvern
Panalytical Ltd /3 7, Nano-ZSE #Y) . /- HAH 5 & A K
A, SR EE 25 °C, AT R 120 s, BRI 11 4>
PEFR, FAEIA 10 s, K S WBCEFME

RS (HPLC, HZR Shimadzu Corporation
), LC20A %) 469 Lut Lips 1943 %, (535 4
4. Agilent ZORBAX Eclipse XDB-C18{j41: (4.6 mmx
150 mm, 5 um), A3 30 °C, Jiti# 1.0 mL/min, i 20 4H:
HEE S 0=0.2% PR W AR Gl (R B 55 ¢ 45)
K3k K 350 nm, 10 pL FEEE

Y %5t i F- W f5BE (TEM, H 4 JEOL /A ],
JEM-F200 &) #:3 Lut Lips B9 S 15 76 B 5 1Y
Lut Lips /& 77 W0 IN7E Gk SCRERR 1, % & 5 min J5 1]
W 7K AR W TR , FHT I0 R R A U R, U 8 30 s )i
FHME K ACWEE G 5384
1.3 fMiREREESEB IR ERE IR

ol ot 45 3 = W L A 4 Bt (Polydimethylsiloxane,
PDMS) %¢ & 1 1 A il %« 1 Auto CAD izt
RO 4538 1B 3D BIAY , 3E 1A BE 200 pm, 38 1A &
100 pm., H 38 18 % BR A58 43S A IR DRI &) B2 TR
A KPR A3, W5 e B TR A DX A TR A 25 SR 11
S

v ih Y i 18 3D KRG A ) L7 B DL B

COMSOL Multiphysics H #F 17 2 ¥ B 375 #5 & B4,
AR A0 )23 T R ) 0 2 3 3l 2 o AR 2 2 EIC
50 pm 4 (4 15 A ] T4 AT, % %€ TFR 7E 300~
804 uL/min 7 Fl IR A SR A1k

K FHl PDMS M Ll & o = 2 B . 1S,
PDMS & 7401 A (TR Y (A) 5 &4k 5 (B) 19 5
Feh 9 0 1) FREEIR A 451 PDMS Jie 5% 5707 3 18 %1 1ok
A b, IR ELZS 30 min EBAME, JFE 75 CF
FL2S[EE3 he #5 [AL A PDMS i F e 7K 2B sk
JUWR, FHYIH) 704 38 38 /NI T RE B 5 FH 45 88 1T Uk
BUEEA BN 38 38 1A 09 S v 2SI, 76 65 °C T [
1k 3 he IeJEREAREHR A SR A 1Y A, Bie]
RERE
1.4 % Lut Lips
1.4.1 #imdz 4 % Lut Lips & & #4L  IR KA
#l . B EPC 100 mg. Chol 75 mg. Lut 20 mg i# i T
10 mL Jo/K e, 15 3K BB R W IRV W, 5%
WAE R i ARV W PBS 22t W (pH=7.4) VE R 7K A
VW o FH 10 mL V59 25 W HUNR J5T A 17 IR 7K AH I
Jei B E AR 2 BN L, il S
MR | A DS, Jeil AR BME W, fF i d
Uit AR IR, P A KAV, Bl 1B AR 3 Rk A
I IO A 308 T S A

2354 TFR, FRR., Lut JFi & 4% 5 A5 [ i
Ll BN S5 A IR 45 4 X R B AR A L 245
HLHE B (Polydispersity Index, PDI) L) Kz 4, 35f 5 i 47 il

i FH R U8 5 0 95 43 B Lut Lips fiF & Lut,
5 mL Lut Lips 2 72 ¥ & T 100 kDa 8 8 &5 .00 55 1,
5000 r/min 25.0>20 min, B 1 mL J8 8 I 5 1% 25 Lut 5
U, 58] Lut Lips 3R BE, 1A

EE = Pencap _ Protal ~ Punbound % 100% 1))
Protal Protal

H A, pow A Lut Lips 2 ¥ # 5L Lut it 82 9 B,
Pencap 9 Lut Lips FE 1 Lut BRI, pumpouna H B>
TEW Y Lut e

1.42 5 #k 4 % Lut Lips B2 mL g AR
W N BUICBE R, & T e fs 28 AL B, 75 40 °C M e
78 10 min DL I 2 52 225 T, I8 TUAH 76 B e
PRE B i — 2 MRS . IO RIS B, A 12 mL
IKAHIER, P4 S min, B T H VL LB R 25 min
BN BRI 52 4k 4k, 1 0.45 um A HLE Je BB il g
2K, 0.22 pum A HLJE e BT ot i 10 U, 15 21 i g
S 45AY Lut Lips ££45
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1.5 KHIEREEELE

J EPC 100 mg. Chol 33 mg. & #+# B 1 mg i#
fift T 10 mL Jo/K ZEEH, 15 2 B8 AR W ; PBS 2% i
W (pH=7.4) VE R /K MV W o #E IR Ak 55 1 (TFR=
3000 pL/min, FRR=4, pgpc=10 mg/mL, m(EPC) :
m(Chol)=3 = 1) T il #& 2 Y br 1 1 A5 ot 1% 44 K Joi ki
(Rhodamine B-labeled liposomes, RB-Lips) .

¥4 RB-Lips FH 58 445 77 H e R K5 7% 3% 5 g o 1k
R 9+ 1 B8y F o BE i A& 7% RB-Lips Y35 97 2
SIS 3 4. a8 N IR | AR R L RS G4
25 O BRSO A 58 485 352 3, AU AT ] Jig o 44k 5
PP % HE A o A [) i et 9 B ) SR A i i o ik O %
TP B); 2560 41N A& RB-Lips RURG #3440/
T 24 h 5 R 58 4 1 7 T 4 Sy Xy 41 0 Y B 3R
BE, kg EE SR 24 he FERETRIE 5L FR AL, H PBS
2% Wi VR A LT YRS A 200 pL/AL PBS 2% i
VORI T o (O (5 B 0 s W 40 i B 25
PLRSENAR S, B P B B3 A& B R 554 nm, K
KR 627 nm,
1.6 Lut Lips 415 43018

JH CCK-8 Y463 Lut Lips FU4NEENE, ¥ 20 mg
Lut #f#AE 1| mL —HEFA(DMSO)H, 1533 20 mg/mL
) Lut B . 158 4 35 57 644 Lut 515 R B2 20 5
FeE) 1, 0.5, 0.25, 0.125 mg/mL, ¥ Lut Lips % I 52
B Lut Joi B v i A8 200 g S B vk I, 19 B 21 75 2
vk,

¥ HaCaT 20135 5% T 9=10% Jii 2k 1.3 (FBS)
AY#E S X B Eagle(Dulbecco's Modified Eagle Medium,
DMEM) 5 35 3 th | 37 °C | 9=5% — % Ak B G 8%
Fio M A KB 80%~90% KT A LIS, FEdnds 3
B, BALINA 100 pL & 2535575, 15558 24 ho A5
B 4 VAT, s A L 4 i A ks
FHE)E AR SEREL) . BF24nE, #5E
23 FR 5L, F PBS 22 vhifs il vh v i vk, AL A
100 pLJC Il 35 15 5% HE A1 10 uL CCK-8 125 Wik 4k 22 3 7
1 h, B 5 A8 FH BEARIAE 450 nm KR I & &AL
% & (Optical Density, OD){H, % B8 X (2) 1158 4 21 41
ML 40815 77, ¥EAS Lut A1 Lut Lips X} HaCaT 40 A=
YIiE 1
OD; - 0D
OD; —OD
Hirp, OD; 52540 OD i, ODg 45 (4 4 OD fH,
OD N75 54l OD fH.
1.7 St

S5 BT A5 B 25 2R 3 FROR Oy o7 B (E b o 22

Cell viability = x 100% ©)

(mean+SD) [ JE 5, F & H Graphpad Prism 9.0 #X
1E B A1 B 41t 73 B o R H one-way ANOVA
(Tukey’s Z & ) i M 2= 7001, Hp, p<
0.05, T 2257 HA G F R L =KIR p < 0.05; **3%
78 p <0.01; #¥*F IR p < 0.001; ns /8 LG HEH .

2 HR5H
2.1 RREEESRIMERIN

I B IR SR E 1 R, 5IA )
MBS RE S BB R B 2 S TR A o

B B MO ER A R
Fig. 1 Mixing simulation of the ring-shaped microfluidic device

TESICTE AR I 28 P10 465 A 1), R 9 30 3 L g 18 AN
[] 7= A T AR L A9 1 43 B, AFRBE g 1 R K, 28
T A B PRI G5 A I 3277 A B B AR o B, 7R FR
TV 2540 b o 5 EA T 0 AAR 43 e DA S B0 A g 19 5
BA.

BRI IS BT Hrim & A Ak, anidl 2(a)~
2(¢) fii7R, FfiZE TFR M 300 uL/min 3% K3 804 uL/min,
W5 AR G RCR AR W s . &l 2(a) Pros, 4
TFR 24 300 pL/min B}, SRR DRRE 2T 3h, PIAHY
JEASHRMAS a1 A 2(b) A1 2(c) 7R, 24 TFR
k552, 804 pL/min B, S04 & A6 2 BT i 80 )2 1
F A2 3 8l MR 2 TR A, B IR A, FOZAR i
Sl B R R MG 08 o IR S5 R0 A 1) it 2R IR S
HESRIR A 10 05 — AN IR 7E TAE LT Dean i fig "1,
PG 77 A 1 DR O AR T AT 36 3 3 Bl B 37 3
O ST VE SO A U 3 B0 1) SR 7 o 7 A
WIS o FEIIE N BB RO A 32 B )0 1A 2 LA
AEFRFHINIE G 8l A ) A e o AR 1 a2l )
KB ARSI, P R i o0 AR [0 R S . 3
FARLT <y R AR =X A8 1) e -3 ] ) S5 R IR T
TORAR )2 WO, ORI IR G B h R E %
D3 ff- e (i f, g s IR A 3508
2.2 Lut Lips $I 25 %7
22.1 TFR s #:4289%% WK 3(a) iR, 24 TFR A
1500 uL/min 4 /11%] 3000 pL/min B}, FiFE M 692.8 nm
/% 198.6 nm. GEifeEsrHras AR, TFR X R T
AR AR () 52 ) LA 8 3 1 25 5 (p<0.05) . TFR (Y3
JnT e S 25O = A B U0 7, DA O E B T A A 34 4
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{2 TFR ¥ 300 uL/min (a). 552 pL/min (b) . 804 pL/min(c) 5| % # Dean i% jiE
Fig.2 Dean vortices induced under 300 puL/min (a), 552 pL/min (b), and 804 puL/min (c) of TFR

T /INREAR ATE . TERARA T T, R BTiR Y
T BR] R R G2 1%, 45 5 T I3 K A A0k 5 1 Wi o
TR AN, R0 A4 Y ARG R, B A T GEUE T
IR BN/ NRPRLAR IR g, AR A R AR DN
P JH AT DL 7 AR S 14 3 PR AT v T I R A R
i 1 B B B KN, DA R AR S A AN S . TE
TFR 4 1500~3 000 pL/min 38 B P4, iAok 42k TFR
(Y B8 AT /N . 24 TFR=2700 pL/min B, i 5 {4 (1Y
FAARAR A(219.2+5.4 )nm, PDI A 0.133+0.067; 24 TFR
H4 K 2 3000 pL/min B, F7A2 HF— 25l /) 2 (198.6+
1.8)nm, {2 PDI % K % 0.181+0.056., #kZ:44 K TFR
R W] BEFRAS /N i 4%, {H PDLA AT BEME L 0.2,
AR TR ZR . [AEE, 24 TFR 24 3300 uL/min
B, s 2 R AR B IR ER BRI, MELL RS AT 85 1 S
g, BNt e EmAR R R . PRI, FEAR LG 2%
75, 3000 uL/min B2 A] 52 B AY 5 RFR 8 T i,
SRR IR I Fe 451

222 FRR AT #2469% 0 K 3(b) i/, 24 FRR
M2 B K F] 7 1, K42 A 390.6 nm /> & 198.6 nm.,
et 53 A kR, FRR X B4R AR i 52 ) HL At 3
P22 5 (p<0.05) . Ffi#F FRR AYHS K, 7K AH i 4 K,
JIg T A S0 0N o A KR A A G R R
T B e, JR B A Y 1 20 e ok R AR A5 B R i
¥15) . FRR 3 AT e A 7] 52 4 S i 2k, s/ 1
Jig BT P TR BSCERE (], AT 8 B B A RE AR T /N . 8 1
() FRR A% I 80 70 1 7 B, A B T B8 IR s
/N RIURE o

223 ERE BBk 2 H R WE 3(c) R, 24

1000 . . 105 500 1 sk sk
—Particle size i
g 800t %%+ PDI 104 £ 400
£ — £
& 600} 03—~ 8300
5 400 02 3200
5 5
A 200 H 0.1 A 100
S O © © © 0 E
PSS
S E S
TFR/(uL-min )
(a)

& 3

skoskok

AR [ B LG AN 10 = 1 980/NE 1 2 1 B, A BT AR A8 DA
128.5 nm # K & 367.1 nm. SEitsrdrBn, Bk [ mE
LR AR BT S 3552 0 (p < 0.05) o W JiE [ e L
K, BE BT AR /)N, 33X AT e PR 44 e B i i [
Pt LU TE B i P RS AT B 40 1) 3 0 e R A ) T e
BT I8 RSB INRRE B A o I (86 2 A 25 s XoF g o
RS A L Bl M R I AT S B R e . TR R B [
B LU, i o A B 30 s 0 vy 1 it s e, 3 AT B 3
B S5 A AN TR e, AT L/ INREAR R 0T . Bl 5 1
i T S L ) AV, By D ARG e i T 1 i, 2
TR TR BR300 JE R R TR AR
PE, B 1k T R B A BE A, DA TG ORI
2.3 Lut Lips Bl RM% 1L
23.1 #EMZE S Lut iy HPLC KK 4 frR,
TEZ T EAAE T Lut 2 B ROR BT

FT R 1A Lut &8 98, 2 7 IE A Lut
Jo R B bR o B ZR, Lut 78 0.01~0.10 mg/mL Ji &
VR B2 S0 R N S B R A R OC AR, IR AR LK (3).
5 L A AR /N I 28 2 1 i DX R DA Dy 3 R

ANTHME

y=418967x+28 131, R>=0.999 3)
Hordr, y MIETH AR, x A Lut Bisd e i .
23.2 LutLips &3 % 547 A[REKZEXS Lut Lips {2

BARA M AE 5(a) s, 24 FRR M 3 #2555 7§,
FL BRI 48.28% HE T E] 60.95%, FHAEALE 44.10%,
RI7E FRR=4 B}, PRk B S . Gt s, Al
FRR 404 PR EA BEM 25 (p<0.05),

LT

«—Particle size 70.5
~—PDI
10.4

sk 3k ok

0.5 400

«—Particle size-
-—PDI 104

KoKk

=
£
-0.35.§ -0.3E
%200
1025 3 102
=
loq &100¢ 10.1
0 0 0
5 6 7 1:12:14:16:18:110:1
m (EPC) : m (Chol)
(b) (c)

AN[EH 2% Lut Lips K42 F0 PDI A0 (a) TER; (b)FRR; (o) BENE BB LE (p<0.05, **p<0.01, ***p<0.001; n = 4)

Fig. 3 Effects of different factors on particle size and PDI of Lut Lips: (a) TFR; (b) FRR; (c¢) Phospholipid-to-cholesterol mass ratio (¥p<0.05,

**p<0.01, ***p<0.001; n = 4)
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0 5 10 15 20

Time/min
4 Lut ] HPLC
Fig.4 HPLC chromatogram of Lut
1 HPLC 5 AR FE 2 ORI ih 2 K
Table 1 Calibration curve data of Lut determined by HPLC

p(Lut)/(mg-mL™") Peak area
0.01 3937285 4114922 4248606
0.02 8598820 8391720 8264159
0.05 20245827 21983910 21379416
0.08 34964241 33148562 32281729
0.10 40317815 41549236 43789836
7070 % - 60 [
60 sol

EE/%

R TR FRR Y 3 8U1E Bk [ 428 Fe ok
R, AT 52 el Jig Jo A 2R 07 3R PR FE BRI
i) FRR(4N FRR=3) T, &8 (14 7K FH I A 8 25 R 3
B BT 5 AN TR , R HAL B RE ), e & T 38U
iKY EE. 4 FRR & /& (U1 FRR=7) i}, — 5 i 30 T
e I B9 U0 7, (A5 IR 0 4 ok AN R i AT A TR A
2%, BT U R B R A AR S 2 A, R
FRR £1F F REFAR R PDI Mk %5 —J7 i, /KA A
HRE TR, B T 50 AE b HE S RN Rl G B RN R
JIE Bt I BUAN 5], #5325 53 F oA s 3
Ol K M 259 (Lut) 43 F 78 41285 56 i A RO Bk HE
R, NIMREAL T B3, KW, £ TFR & N
3000 puL/min B 55F T, A5 & fef FRR 28 4,

WE 5(b) iz, BfiZE Lut BBTEREM 0.10 mg/mL
$2 75 2 2.00 mg/mL, Lut Lips £ 45 £ % M 40.92% 5¢
LT & 53.05% FFEAK & 46.55%, 1E Lut R E N
1.00 mg/mLEF L3 R B 5w . Geit ot s, 4541
5 EFAEE (ns, p>0.05)

X
D50+
s3]
40 +
40 b
30 1 1 1 1 1 30
3 4 5 6 7

()

X
250t
[sa)
40t
30

0.10 0.50 1.00 1.50 2.00 1 21 3:1 41 51
FRR p(Lut)/(mg-mL~")

m (EPC):m (Chol)

(b) (©)

B 5 AREHEZEX Lut Lips 13 R K520 (a)FRR; (b) Lut Fi R B ; (o) B NE B B B L (#p<0.05, *¥p<0.01; n = 3)
Fig. 5 Effects of different factors on EE of Lut Lips: (a) TFR; (b) Lut mass concentration; (c) Phospholipid-to-cholesterol mass ratio (*p<0.05,

**p<0.01; n=3)

BE# Lut BT B 380, Ry 23 LTt
A R PR A A v O e MR B ) Lt (A5 5 2 19 254
53 BEAE DL AT 50 B B R 0 B RE X5 T2,
T T AR L AR XA BB, AR A R BE AR 2
RSN Z 125 1, s T Hm3ae 0, ity
BERPEE . SR, B Lut B — 58, #
JI )2 R A ey 1) 25 W 3k B A, Tovk gk 2 st
LMY 0o X, 20 Lut TTEB AR Bk
BEAR X532, [ B mT 5 i g o 1 A A
SEUBELE R AR FRE , B RIS AL R BLUR [
UL, BARZE S AR E, (A4 & BH SN, £ TFR=
3000 pL/minH FRR=4 [ b 55144, 78 SCH & Lut
¥ 1.00 mg/mL B 25 A

WE 5Ce) Fron, MuEEAEREEIL A 1 1 2

5 1}, Lut 655 M 47.61% $2 T = 58.09%, 15
FEARZEE 47.19%, FEBEIR BB R 3 ¢ 1 U 555
o Gt ot R woR, ARl B AR R L) 77 7
WEZER(p<0.05),

JOEL T %o 31015 O T AR P 37 s e R K A o
FEFIUSL, FEBE AR [ B LA (1 2 1) I, i Z2 9 iR [
o3 - i AT BE X1 )2 v, (A5 i B J2 76 ik 2 1
FEARIY I BY &7 Lut 925 0], BB RERAIL, FE
WA [ et LE i B, BN 2 T s e AS B ks, $ v T
Lut FYEL B3 SIS [ B b i — 225 (5 2 DI,
98 i B4 300 1 B v 0 3 B, 3 T g OB 2 A 1Y
ANFRE, DN M B SR 1 A 3 g ), e B
RIEAL, P, 7F TFR 3000 pL/min, FRR Jy 4 H.
Lut JFi 4 1.00 mg/mLIY 5428, A< SCHA S W g
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BAEELE 3 0 1 EeRACEL

25 AR, & PYE S FRR. Lut i & | #EIE
[ L X Tk Lut Lips AR M B R R L HE
ik LS, 8 AR A 25 F . TFR=3000 pL/min,
FRR=4, p(Lut) =1.00 mg/mL, p(EPC) =10 mg/mL,
m(EPC) : m(Chol)=3 : 1, Zitsr#r#& M, TFR. FRR
L5 B 1 L X R AR LA S (p < 0.05), T
B3R FRR 5 85 i [T 5 b o 2 R) A7 A 0 3k 22
5o GG IEARAR R/ ME . PDI SR HPE B f R
(Fe e T, ESE G LB TR e Al . 7
ZMAESECT, 158 TRi4%(220.5 £ 3.8) nm, flf %
} 64.72%+1.12% (1) Lut Lips, FLE A B & (1 543 8k
4 (PDI 24 0.037 £ 0.009) .

AR SC AR A3 H0 A S ot B, 1759 Lut Lips 47
4 (312.0 £ 6.9)nm, PDI iy 0.252 + 0.036., A ik—
AN AR I BB A3 A, X RE S EAT 22 IR ML BT
ROFR, B ZARAERIAE M (180.5+0.7) nm, PDI Jy 0.122 +
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Controlled Fabrication of Luteolin-Loaded Liposomal

Nanoparticles for Drug Delivery Systems

SONG Meng, CEN Lian

(School of Chemical Engineering, East China University of Science and Technology, Shanghai 200237, China)

Abstract: A circular microfluidic device was developed using a microfluidic approach combined with numerical

simulation and experimental validation to successfully construct and regulate the performance of luteolin-loaded

liposomes (Lut Lips). The effects of operational parameters, including total flow rate and flow rate ratio, on the mixing

performance of the microfluidic device were systematically investigated, as well as the influence of formulation

variables, including mass ratio of phospholipid-to-cholesterol and mass concentration of luteolin, on liposome particle

size and luteolin encapsulation efficiency.Under optimized conditions, Lut Lips with a particle size of 220.5 nm and an

encapsulation efficiency (EE) of 64.72% were obtained, exhibiting excellent monodispersity with a polydispersity index

(PDI) of 0.037. Human immortalized keratinocytes (HaCaT) were used as an in vitro uptake model and co-incubated

with fluorescently labeled liposomal nanoparticles (Lips), demonstrating that the delivery system effectively penetrated

the cellular membrane barrier and achieved intracellular drug delivery.The findings of this study confirm the feasibility

of liposomal nanoparticles as a novel drug delivery system for luteolin and provide new insights and experimental

evidence for the design of delivery systems for luteolin and other lipophilic drugs.
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(FrAE% 4. F4H)


https://doi.org/10.1007/s10404-024-02753-9
https://doi.org/10.3390/pharmaceutics13070973
https://doi.org/10.3109/1061186X.2010.550921

